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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/060,941 



DYALLETAL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Donna C. Wortman, Ph.D. 



1648 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Donna C. Wortman. Ph.D. . 



(3). 



(2) Elie Gendloff. Ph.D. . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 25 August 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicants representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: pending . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Capon, of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)E3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Dr. Gendloff believes that claim 1 distinguishes the claimed method from the prior 
art method and will present additional arguments in support of his position. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

a™',? Pa -! nt *f a . m ' n,n9 Procedure < MPEP ). Secaon 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
■ Paragraph (b) 

InTa^ 3n ™> 3 T< P,6te ^ Statement 0f the reasons P resented * * e as 

y dvurarae acuon musi De tiled Dy the applicant An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 . 1 1 1 , 1 .1 35. (35 use 1 32) 

A „K • -* t -• r> ~ 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in wrrtinq 

inco m p,e»e T L^hX f l^^ZSSSSi ESS **" °" ** ^ M * ° ffiCe if *- reCOrd * itself 

the earning £l^^ att0me) ! W a9ent ■?. make 016 SUbStance of an inte,view of record in *• a PP |ica «°" unless 

wXllC ner s resp y t0 see that such a record is made and ,0 ^ material inaccuracies 

XZ^?** interview ^ rdato " «*en^se provided for in Section S^oiXM^^Pam^X^uS Si 
SSSn^StT 1 ? ° r unreadable scn P« in acti °ns or the like, are excluded from the interview recorda«OT pZlu2 vE the 
substance of a" jntemew «, completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary RecX^rS 

=*w^ 

arcumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the inte'rview rather than wl^^^SStX 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^^™S?^ eth8r a ," agre ! ment was reacne * and if so - a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

SSS^S^r^ a h me ,K dmentS ° r d3 T agreed 33 being a,,owab,e >- Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restnct further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

chn, ,ih ho »5 ^ t able th3 !u th f * xaminer oral, y remind applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
nnSlc it?n?H ' ° WeVer ' ^ ' nte ^ iew Summary Form not norma,| y be considered a complete and propel record^ 
suK^ by 016 aPP ' iCant ° r me 6Xaminer t0 indude ' a » of ^ a *P ,icab ' e re'qu' ed StaTS^l^ 

i a hriif h/c^h ^^t 00 ^^ 0 " 7 the substance of an V lnte ™ ew should include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A bnef description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> fnter^ ° f 3 "*» diSCUSSed " unless *~ ara a " aa <* Ascribed on the 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arouments is not 
requtred. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thmst of the principal argumente maTto £e 
» ran be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and M? 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P n ^.ze runy 

b) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> tne eSner! *" ° f °' ^''^ Un ' eSS already descnbed in *» ,nterview Summar V Fom °° m Pleted by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the i«v,m ■<= not mm«i«»f » ,^ 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time perioc I to S ml reS P * 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

stetement'a^SSoK^lf^ h aS ° nS °f ? COrd ' the examiner should send a letter settin 9 ^ the examiner's version of the 
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